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Mr. Stephen Rosenfeld, oped 
The Washington Post 
1150 15 St.,UYf 
Washington, DC 20071 

Dear ^r. Rosenfeld, 

If I had not been unwell when Weinstein’s piece appeared I’d have written promptly and 
probably better. Althpugh still unwell, the AP |)iece the Post carried the 8th alleging that 
some professional anti-Communist "scholars" have the proof that Harrji Bridges wa 3 a 
secret member of the CP central committee prompts me to write now to alert you. Borne of 
those who built careers on aspects of the cold war now have every interest in hiding Jhe 
flaws in their work and in continuing cold-war thinking, which is one of the last things 
we now need. What I think we do need ifc to^E learn if we did ^e^^nistakes and if we did, 
what they are and how to avpid them in the future. \ , 

The FBI hdd the CP so thoroughly penetrated it was a joke of the time that it pro- 
vided most of the C0*s money. If Bridges had been a member, especially on the central 
committee, the FBI would have known and would have nailed him. x t certainly wanted to and 
tried hard to do it. 

We do not know whSt Klehr and Haynes quoted byt it is not reasonable to presume that 
with a Bridges it would not have gotten Jfhe name of his union straight. 

I won^t be surprised if the Daily Worly^or the period identifies all those elected 
to the" central committee. 

VCe also do not knbw all that Primakov told V/einstein but if he levelled he said that 
the Russians want to be very careful to avoid causing the Cl k serious embarrassment. They 
did suspect Oswald may have been an American sleeper agent and he was openly anti-Soviet 
in the USSR. If the KGB got copies of what records the CIA released ancfl^a^analyzed them 
their disclosure would make a laughing stock of the CIA, as would any attention to the 
absolute insanity of iha what the CIA did under the persuasion of the nuts attached to 
Angle ton. The State Department was hottified at the questions the CIA proposed being asked 
of the USSR, they were that offensive and calculated hot to elifcit responses. As one result, 
virtually no information on Oswald was sought. 

We cannot undo the past but we 1 11 be well advised to learn from it. Thi 3 includes 
the press and it should now nant to know how dependable sources it trusted really were. 

What V/einstein says abput the imminence of the CIA's disclosure of itd Oswald and JFK 
assassination records is as ludicrous as it is ridiculous. And ignorant! If disclosures 
proceed as hoped for under the new statute, and there is every reason to believe they will 
not, then these disclosures will be delayed much, much longer than if made by the agencies 
of their own records. The ageg^Les have no excuse for not proceeding forthwith. But the new 
scheme lias those who know absolutely nothing at all about the Subject-matter and what has 
been disclosed processing all the records from all sources. 
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One staff, ever^o much small/than of the agencies combined, will handle all dis- 
closures. H will be years, many years, before that staff aan know whether the FBI has 
disclosed what the CIA. withhholds and unless or until it does, it will continue to with- 
hold what the CIA phonied-up reasons to withhold. 

As th^CIAy has done about what it did disclose, sweating that ij? had to,#* withheld 
in the nation* s security^ what it had already disclosed# 

Tbe unjustified privacy claims the FBI makes to withhold can take years to get 
straight for a new staff# 

j-t id an enormously complicated matter made much more complicated by those w&o did 
not really understand what they were dbing when under the influence of those who knew 
exactly what they were doing. 

Vfhatever flows now will drizzle through one tiny faucet# 

Meanwhile , how nice a job Weinstein did for the miscreants who have been stonewalling 
from the time the first FOIA was gaaxiaii passed. 

Under Gates' promised expediting^rocessing and compliance, I Axil await the disclosure 
&f information I requested two decades ago. 

I hope this is clear enough. Apologies for my typing. x t can't be anfc^better. 

: Sincerely, 


<r 





Harold Weisberg 
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PERPETUATING COLD WAR MYTHOLOGY? 


Allen Weinstein, having built liis career with partisan explotation of the tragedy 
of Algef Hiss, rushes into print to belittle the report that Russian intelligence files 
establihh Hiss' innocence and make Whittaker Chambers out to be a self-promoting liar. 

It is indecent, for Weinstein to misrepresent as widely as he does in his "Reopening 
a cold War Mysteryj^ simultaneously againyl promoting ^lhimsjef and his Hggx alleged efforts 
to bring ^ditional information to light# In this he raises substantial questions about how 
m^ch the scholar he really is and whether or not, after all his work in the fij€H, he today 
has any but a story-book kno^edge of how intelligence agencies work. 

f Without disclosing his own partisanship Weinstein prtend 3 that in two months no real 
"^records search could have been made. 

One of bis bases for not beliving the official report $s that, "To date, no docu- 
ments have been released by the general (,who wrote His3 that there are no suc h record s ! ) 
to support his assertions. tf 

^n this Weinstein presumes that relevant records do exist when the official statement 
is that non^ 4xist. 

So, in the Weinstein concept of thinking and proof, if no records are disclosed, the 
Russian generals are lying! 

How can non-existing records be ^released"^ to satisfy those who like Weinbtein have 

careers on the presumption of their existence? 

jlV* 

Any search to determine whethdj? or not Hiss had been a Soviet agent is, from, for 
example, FBI practise, relatively simple and fast. And all intelligence agencies have 
similar needs for carefulness. They do nojfc^f permit their intelligence officers to 
make agents of others on wfcim or without control and approval. These prpeedures are 
proper and necessary and they do generate records that can be retrieved almost instantly- 
if they exist. 

A 

If an FBI agent wants to make an informer of someone he fist must have the approval 
of the field office in which he works. If he gets that approval, the entire matter is 

referred to headquarters. If headquarters likejthe idea it grants probations^ approval. 
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tdbe evaluated after -aix wfen months of probation, Meanwhile, the intended agent is 
cwvt/ arbitr ary ^ 

inde/bified by a unique'ifsymbol • The intellie&nce officer reports all contacts and whether 

or not they were productive oft/ a prescribed form on which both this arbitrary symbol and 

the also unique file number are posted. The nature of the information provided is indi- 

ioy"security ‘> 

cated in the symbol grid in the file number. Political^Lnf ormatkon id represented with 

the letter criminal with the letter "0", etc., following the symbol identification. 

1 

The files in which all/-r6cords are filed are 134 for ‘’Security Informants,” 137 
for "Criminal Informants”, etc. at the field office and at headquarters the indices 
reflect immediately whether or fiot there are such files. 

Either way, the answer is definitive. 

So, if WeiHstein <£nts to allege that the general who heads the Kussian Foreign 
Intelligence Agency i3 a liar or made an inadquate search, or if ho believes that the 
general who is both a historian and the head of the Husoian parliamentary archives com- 
mission lied about the records he was given or about their content, hd should say so 
and be prepared to offer some reasons in support of his allegations. 

But to rest a case on the alleged failure to produce documents when they do not 
* exist raised questions of competence, honesty or both. 

That Weinbtein's purposes center on exploitation and self-promotion is diar«£xi 

disclosed .in his reporting of his demand far the disclosures of the "Files on Lee Harvey 

/'oUtc ^ MU J 

Oswald as a defector Tn the J^viet~^nion. ,r actually, Oswald did not defect^WMHXd3533[H 

Weinsein presumes the existence of files in accord with his political prtfqnceptAons , 


not quite the same as echertard scholarship, rather than what the available ‘ of fioial informa- 
tion jWdicates they are. 

is to wojjder how much Yfeinstein really learned about files, wihhholdtaWgs and 
disclosures from his own uses of the Freedom of Information Act (other than perhaps as 
a favored person Jby the agencies^Sg^S 1 w)iich he made requests^ when he can actually^t^t 
the CIA* o "release” of all "its records on Oswald and the Kennedy a<&fas3in&tion*. • 
now 0 approaches completion after passage of the recent congressional statute" when in 
fact that process has not yet beg} /n, is much more complicated and subject'lpir to delay 
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because of the provisions^ of that statute and idMA the additional limitations imposed 
by President Push* 

ynL-cHuJ- 

Not having Hiss to kick aroind any more Weinstein is preparing to /^ciirdJsflald 
around. Weinstein lias kept himself ignorant of the available official information although 
knowledge of it is essential iin authentic scholarship* 

r As \ 

He may think he 4 *©, qith phis Oswald exploitation, be "KeopsrtAing a Cold War 


Mastery” buj/it is no mystery at all^that Oswald was virulently anti-U5;3R and anti-American 
QP&P Cpf and that does not qualigy for being another .'^jolcjwar Mystery*’* 

Not liaving Hiss to kick around any more did not keep Weins^tin from doing that 
again but the various bases ho contrived are phony, Aike "no documentij/have been 
released" provingtjifc tha’t there are do^ments to be released. 

Weins^tin promoted hi^wahimself and his coining projects but he did not inform the 
Post’s readers* He misled and misinformed them* 


» But as long as the Weinsteins of the world regard- no±i^cimol wdg±rrg- ^ 

OA 

l£^^a£ their career- building errors (more important than truth there will be neither 
truth nor justice for the victims of the political paranoia ofl the past and the efforts 
to perpetuate the misinformation of the past will not end* 

It is not good for the country* 

And it certainly id not scholarship. 



